COMMENTS AND SUGGESTIONS 


The examination is made based on the original version sent to us on 
October 10, 2001. 

In general, for Remarks 1-11, the Examiner deems that the technical 
solutions of Claims 1-5, 13-15 and 18-20 lack Novelty or Inventiveness 
compared with JP2000-25157A, another invention of yours. 

As we can see, the technical problem of the present invention is to 
prevent cracking from at the periphery of the bottom face portion of the 
cavity. Accordingly, the technical solution of Claim 1 provides a method 
for producing multilayered ceramic substrate having a cavity. We think 
the technical features that define a contribution over the prior art are the 
first ceramic green sheet having an opening for forming a cavity and the 
shrinkage-reducing layer for reducing shrinkage stress produced at a 
boundary between said first ceramic green sheet and said second ceramic 
green sheet. 

Comparison Document 1 has also disclosed a technical solution. From 
Figs 5-7, we can see that the first ceramic green sheet having an opening 
is the same as that of the present invention. And according to the 
Examiner's statement, the function of the shrinkage-reducing layer in 
Claim 1 is the same as that of the interlayer of Comparison Document 1 . 
Therefore, in order to convince him, the applicant should provide the 
proofs that the interlayer in Comparison Document 1 is different from the 
present invention (Claim 1 has Novelty) and therefore, the technical 
solution of Comparison Document 1 can not bring about the effect of the 
present invention (Claim 1 has Inventiveness). 

And since the Examiner has not rejected the Novelty or Inventiveness of 
Claims 6-10, the applicant can consider adding their additional technical 
features into Claim 1 . 

Claim 13 asks to protect a multilayered ceramic substrate having a stack 
adapted to be fired, produced by the method of Claim 1. That is to say, 
Claim 13 is a product claim corresponding to the method of Claim 1. 
Therefore, if Claim 1 can be amended or proved to have Novelty and 
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Inventiveness, Claim 13 and its dependent claims will have too. 


And for Remark 10, the Examiner also pointed out that the fired ceramic 
layers of Claim 1 9 can not be supported by the Description. We think he 
is misunderstood. According to the second and third paragraphs on page 6 3 
it is stated that by firing the green-sheet stack, a multilayered ceramic 
substrate can be obtained in which first ceramic layers 11 obtained 
from the first ceramic green sheets 7 and second ceramic layers 12 
obtained from the second ceramic green sheets 8 are stacked. We think 
the ceramic layers 11 and 12 are the fired ceramic layers of Claim 19. If 
our understanding is correct, we will argue with the Examiner. 

For Remark 11, we agree with the Examiner that the multilayered 
ceramic substrate produced by the method of Claim 1 should be identical 
to that of Claim 13. Therefore, please delete Claim 20. 

Furthermore, the Examiner has also pointed out that the additional 
technical features of Claims 9 and 10 are exactly the same. In Claim 9, 
the glass component contained in said shrinkage-reducing pad (A) and 
said first and second ceramic green sheets (B) have a common constituent. 
In Claim 10, the glass component contained in said shrinkage-reducing 
pad is the same as the glass component contained in said first and second 
ceramic green sheets. We think the protection range of Claim 9 is wider 
than that of Claim 10, e.g., in Claim 9 "A: a, b, c; B: a, d, e;", in Claim 10 
"A/B: a, b, c". If we are correct, we will explain to the Examiner. 

And we will modify the abstract and Summary of the Invention according 
to the amended claims at our end. 
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